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increase the research effort by divert-
ing more research dollars to prostate
cancer.

We must end the public embarrass-
ment about a disease that has already
taken the lives of several of our col-
leagues and that will affect many more
of us in the future. We need to make
men more aware of what this disease
can do and what they must do to pro-
tect themselves. I believe my bill can
help point us in the right direction,
and I urge my colleagues to cosponsor
this legislation.
f

PROPOSED CUTS TO STUDENT
FINANCIAL AID

(Mr. BALDACCI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BALDACCI. Mr. Speaker, I am
deeply concerned about the cuts to stu-
dent financial aid that have been pro-
posed by our Republican colleagues. It
would seem that I am not alone in my
concerns.

I have received letters from hundreds
of Maine college students and their
families. Each letter tells a poignant
story of what Federal financial aid
means to that family.

One student wrote to tell me that he
was the first person in his family to go
to college. His parents work hard, but
the family still struggles to make ends
meet. He dreams of finishing his bach-
elor’s degree, perhaps going on to ob-
tain further education, and then secur-
ing a well-paying job so that he can
support himself and help his parents
out.

But without Federal financial aid, he
will not be able to even finish his un-
dergraduate studies.

In our zeal to provide tax cuts for the
well-off, we must not forget about
those who will come next. We must
continue to ensure that bright, moti-
vated, hard-working young Americans
have the opportunity to better them-
selves through higher education. We
must continue to invest in the future
of our Nation by continuing to provide
student financial aid.
f

THE CONSEQUENCES OF BIGGER
GOVERNMENT

(Mr. HAYWORTH asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, for
the last generation the governing prin-
ciple here in Washington, especially
here in the Congress, was always,
above all, make government bigger. We
now see the consequences of this ridic-
ulous principle, almost $5 trillion na-
tional debt, bloated, inefficient govern-
ment, failed welfare state, obsessive
regulation, and some of the highest
taxes in history.

Mr. Speaker, the liberal Democrat
leadership claims that we Republicans

misread the message of last November.
They claim Americans really do not
want a tax cut, they do not want term
limits, they really do not want to bal-
ance the budget. But, Mr. Speaker, it is
the liberal Democrats who have mis-
read the message of last November, be-
cause, you see, the Contract With
America is not about Republicans, it is
about the American people. The Amer-
ican people want an end to the out-of-
control growth of a Federal Govern-
ment, they want safer neighborhoods,
they want lower taxes, they want a se-
cure future for their children. That is
what our contract is all about.

It is not really all that complicated.
The new governing principle in this Na-
tion is not what benefits the Govern-
ment but what benefits the American
people.

f

THE DEFICIT EXPLOSION ACT

(Mr. DOGGETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, on the
path to approve the Deficit Explosion
Act last night, otherwise known as the
campaign tax cut bill, the Gingrichites
hit a roadblock. How they dealt with
that roadblock was significant implica-
tions for the future of this Congress
and this country.

You will recall that on day one a rule
was approved here requiring a three-
fifths’ vote for a tax hike. In all the
talk of capital gains tax reduction yes-
terday, overlooked was the fact that
the capital gains taxes were actually
raised from 14 percent to 19 percent for
many small companies in this country.

How was that dealt with when it
came time to apply the three-fifths’
vote requirement? It was dodged, it
was hedged. Instead they turned to the
captive consultants of the Joint Tax
Committee, who told us that we did
not need a three-fifths vote because the
basis for this conclusion relates gen-
erally to the fact that this provision
would be inoperative as it relates to
current law after the enactment of the
pending legislation.

Meaningless gobbledygook. If you
strike a provision in one place and add
another, it is not a tax increase? Well,
taxpayer protection bit the dust last
night.

f

CONTRACT WITH AMERICA: WE
KEPT OUR PROMISE

(Mr. SAXTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, it is sim-
ple; our Contract With America states
the following:

On the first day of Congress, a Re-
publican House will require Congress to
live under the same laws as everyone
else; cut committee staffs by one-third;

and cut the congressional budget. We
kept our promise.

It continues that in the first 100 days,
we will vote on the following items: A
balanced budget amendment—we kept
our promise; unfunded mandates legis-
lation—we kept our promise; line-item
veto—we kept our promise; a new
crime package to stop violent crimi-
nals—we kept our promise; national se-
curity restoration to protect our free-
doms—we kept our promise; Govern-
ment regulatory reform—we kept our
promise; commonsense legal reform to
end frivolous lawsuits—we kept our
promise; welfare reform to encourage
work, not dependence—we kept our
promise; congressional term limits to
make Congress a citizen legislature—
we kept our pomise.

And finally, the Contract With Amer-
ica Tax Fairness and Deficit Reduction
Act, including tax cuts for middle-in-
come families, and the Senior Citizens’
Equity Act to allow our seniors to
work without Government penalty—we
kept our promise.

This is the Contract With America.

f

WE SHOULD NOT IGNORE OUR
OWN RULES

(Mr. JOHNSTON of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. JOHNSTON of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I was very disappointed that
we undermined our own rules and pro-
cedures to assure the passage of the tax
bill. As my colleagues know, and as it
was explained just now by the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. DOGGETT]
there was a substantial increase. In 20
years in the State legislature and in
Congress, I have never voted against
the ruling of the Chair. In fact earlier
this year I supported Speaker GINGRICH
in the resolution on Mexico against my
own colleague, the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. TAYLOR]. But in this
instance I was forced to vote against
the Chair.

While I sincerely compliment the
gentleman from California who chaired
during this and was very fair-minded
throughout, I do fault those Members
who advised him from the floor to to-
tally ignore our rules which were only
3 months ago adopted.

Our rules are the glue that hold this
body together under the best and most
adverse conditions. If we ignore them
intentionally, we not only act with in-
tellectual dishonesty but we invite an-
archy.

f

ITEMS CONTAINED IN THE MINOR-
ITY LEADER’S MOTION TO RE-
COMMIT

(Mr. HOKE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HOKE. Mr. Speaker, last night
when the minority leader presented his
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motion to the House to recommit, he
said the following, and I quote:

This motion to recommit is very simple. It
does four simple things.

When I read the 16-page motion, I
found out it included more like 40 than
4 changes. For example, it eliminates
the marriage penalty, it eliminates the
American dream savings account, it
eliminates the spousal IRA. It elimi-
nates the child tax credit completely
in the first year and then reduces it to
$100. It changes it from a $200,000 ceil-
ing to a $60,000 ceiling which was called
$95,000.

It eliminates the tax on Social Secu-
rity benefits, the tax preference for
long-term insurance, the accelerated
death benefits and long-term care ben-
efits, it eliminates the capital gains
tax reduction, it eliminates the neutral
cost recovery provisions, it eliminates
the repeal of the alternative minimum
tax, it eliminates the increase in the
social security earnings test.

My question to the minority leader is
I would like to give him the oppor-
tunity to explain why, what the dis-
connect is here when we were told this
was a 4-point change when in fact it
really completely and totally changed
the bill.

f

WGOP RADIO

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, it’s
nothing new for politicians to use the
power of radio to send a message, but it
appears that Republicans in this body
are hoping to start their own station.
WGOP radio—playing all the greatest
hits from the 1980’s, 24 hours a day.

For the last 100 days we have been
listening to the Republican Party’s
greatest hits compilation, entitled the
‘‘Contract With America.’’ It includes
an array of golden oldies from the
grand ole party. Among the easy lis-
tening favorites are the crowd pleasing,
tax-cut fever, the cold war favorite, the
theme from Star Wars. And, finally,
that fairy tale put to music, puff the
magic budget.

Tax cuts for the wealthy, runaway
military spending, and empty promises
for a balanced budget—these familiar
tunes have been playing ’round the
clock on WGOP.

Mr. Speaker, Republicans are hoping
to find a new audience for these old
songs, but the American people do not
think that skyrocketing deficits and
tax breaks for the wealthy and billion-
aires being able to renounce there citi-
zenship so they can get a tax evasion,
they do not think these are anything
to sing about. And, Mr. Speaker, they
are going to change the station.

REPUBLICANS’ PLEDGE TO THE
AMERICAN PEOPLE: PROMISES
MADE, PROMISES KEPT

(Mr. CHRISTENSEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker,
last September 27, Republican incum-
bents and candidates stood on the Cap-
itol steps and made a pledge to the
American people. We promised to bring
to the floor legislation that had been
blocked by the Democrat-controlled
Congress for years. Congressional re-
form, welfare reform, tax breaks, term
limits, regulatory reform, legal reform.

Mr. Speaker, I stand here today to
say that we kept our promise. A new
day has dawned in America. We have
proved to the people that politicians
can keep a promise. The Republican
majority is working hard to recapture
the long-lost trust the American people
used to have in their elected officials.
And I am proud to be a part of this
healing process.

Mr. Speaker, it is as simple as this—
promises made, promises kept. This is
what the Republicans are all about.
f

WEALTHY AMERICANS GAIN MORE
THAN THEY PAY

(Mr. KEVIN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KEVIN. Mr. Speaker, a central
issue yesterday was what is the impact
of the bill on various income
groupings. The gentleman who heads
the Committee on Ways and Means
yesterday said that wealthy Americans
will pay a slightly higher portion of
the Nation’s total tax bill.

True. But that is because 1 percent of
all taxpayers will have an income in-
crease in the year 2000 of $47 billion if
this bill ever was enacted.
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So their share of taxes goes up slight-
ly because their share of wealth goes
up tremendously.

I now just want to say a word about
ethnic slurs in this country. A slur on
any part of America is a slur on all of
America. People should not be excused
for outrageous statements because
they are outrageous on many other oc-
casions. A gentleman in the other body
owes everyone in America an apology.
f

LAST NIGHT’S MOTION TO
RECOMMIT WAS DECEPTIVE

(Mr. CASTLE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to follow up on the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. HOKE] with respect to
the motion to recommit last night.
This was presented, it is a 10-minute
debate, then we vote on it, and that
could become part of the legislation. It

was presented in such a way that it was
very appealing to some of us who had
some concerns about certain aspects of
the tax bill. We found out in the middle
of all this that it was 16 pages. We went
over, and we researched it, and in a
short period of time we learned exactly
what the gentleman from Ohio has rep-
resented here today, and that is that it
basically gutted all aspects of the tax
bill. It did much more than the four
things which were on the placard here.
I do not know why this happened in
this particular way; that is to be an-
swered some other day in some other
way.

But the bottom line was it was a de-
ceptive approach to how that motion
to recommit was handled. Maybe we
have problems with motions to recom-
mit, maybe they need to be filed soon-
er, maybe we need to have a longer
time in order to digest them, but cer-
tainly we should not be in a situation
in which deception is being practiced
in this building.

I put into the RECORD last night in a
5-minute appearance all the mistakes
that were presented on the floor and
the correct version of what was actu-
ally in that 16-page motion to recom-
mit. From now on I hope we can pay
more attention to this particular prob-
lem.

f

REPUBLICANS’ CONTRACT IS
DAMAGING AMERICA

(Mr. GEJDENSON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GEJDENSON. Mr. Speaker, the
Republican contract may have good ti-
tles, but it is bad policy. Its policy is
just too extreme for America. What we
end up doing is cutting taxes for the
top 1 percent while we take away edu-
cational opportunity for average and
middle class kids.

What does that do to this country? It
does not just hurt the children. It hurts
the future of our country and its com-
petitiveness. What do they try to do on
drug treatment during the crime bill?
A great title; they cut the funding for
drug rehabilitation.

The Republican contract is too ex-
treme. Its impact on the deficit is that
it will explode it. Its impact on the
economy of the country is that it will
retard it, it will leave us less competi-
tive as a nation, it will increase unem-
ployment and, in the end, further add
to the deficit.

Mr. Speaker, maybe we have got
great rhetoric on the Republican side
and good titles, but it is bad policy, it
is too extreme, and it is damaging
America.

f

THE REPUBLICAN MAJORITY HAS
KEPT ITS PROMISES

(Mr. LONGLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
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